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Another error, to be avoided in comparative
statement, is that of endowing the more or .less
antithetic ideals and tendencies which we do dis-
entangle, with a false rigidity and distinctiveness. It
is easy to argue backwards, from institutions to ideals,
in such a way as to tabulate whole realms of poetry
1 and aspiration inexorably closed to certain peoples.
But ideals are the opportunity of all, the property
of none; and sanity of view seems to demand that
we should never lose sight of the underlying unity
and hunianness of humanity. Thus, nothing would
appear at first sight more fixed, or more limiting, than
the polyandry of Thibet. We might well assume, a
priori that to look for certain standards and percep-
tions anlongst a populace, so characterised were vain.
That such a view would be untrue, however, is shown
at once by Sven .Hedin, in his Decent work, Trans-
Hifncdaya^ where he tells of a Thibetan gentleman
imploring him never to shoot the wild geese, for these
4)irds are known to bave human hearts. Like men, they
mate but once; hence, in killing one, we may inflict on
another a long life of perpetual sorrow. This one inci-
dent is sufficient to remind us of the high potentialities
of .the human spirit everywhere, however unpromising
may be the results of a superficial glance. Again, we
^11 know something of the marvels of constructive and
self-organising power shown by modern Europe.
When we look behind the symptom for the cause*-, we